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AN ANGLO-AMERICAN VERSUS A EUROPEAN 
COMBINATION. 

BY THE BIGHT HON. SIB BICHABD TEMPLE, BABT., Q. 0. S. I. 



I pbopose to present the leading facts relative to the strength 
of an Anglo- American combination as compared with a European 
combination. To present fully the facts, mainly statistical, 
bearing on such a mighty subject as this in two hemispheres, 
would require more space than could be afforded in this Review. 
But some summary of them may be comprised in the space of an 
article like the present. I have heard American friends say that 
an Anglo-American combination would be equal, even superior, in 
strength to any other combination of nations and powers that 
could be imagined. British people, perhaps, would not be quite 
so sanguine as that. Still, those Britons who may be of an im- 
perial and specially patriotic disposition believe in their hearts 
that such must be the case. This belief, however, would rest not 
so much on statistical facts as on a confidence in the qualities of 
the Anglo-Saxon race on both sides of the Atlantic. It may be 
well, however, to consider briefly how the leading facts would be 
found to stand. 

I must, however, at the outset specify the terms of the sup- 
posed combinations. On the one side, of course, there is no doubt. 
The United States with their belongings, the British Empire with 
its belongings, constitute two very intelligible units. On the 
other side would be a European combination of, at least, three 
great Powers, France, Germany, Russia — three units also very 
intelligible. Other countries might be added, but the addition 
of them would confuse. If Austria were added on the European 
side, then Italy would have to be added on the British side. Some 
complication, too, would arise in the estimate if the lesser coun- 
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tries of Europe were added. So I propose to confine the compari- 
son to the great practical question: What would be the combined 
national strength of France, Germany and Russia, in comparison 
with the combined strength of the United States and the British 
Empire? This comparison will be made without a hostile thought 
against any one of these three European Powers. For, although 
Britain is threatened sometimes with a combination of France and 
Russia, she is on very good terms with Germany, and she tries to 
keep the Germans aloof from any anti-British Russian combina- 
tion. But we may well estimate what our combined Anglo- 
American strength really is relatively to the rest of the world, 
while praying to Providence that we may ever be spared the neces- 
sity of making a trial of such strength. And though my Ameri- 
can readers must be prepared to find a formidable array of figures 
on the other side, yet they will see a brave show of similar facts 
and figures on our side. Distance and areas will be expressed in 
English miles and English square miles. 

It is to be remembered that on many points the figures are 
approximate only, inasmuch as they could not be rendered quite 
complete without a considerable discussion. 

The first and greatest factor in such a comparison is that of 
population. In that, again, a principal element is that of white 
people as compared with colored. Now, for the European com- 
bination, the population of France may be set down approximately 
at 39 millions; that of Germany, or the German Empire, at 53 
millions; that of Russia (in Europe and Asia) at 130 millions, of 
whom 110 millions are white and the rest are colored, with a grand 
total of 221 millions of white people for the most part — truly a 
tremendous figure. The Asiatic, African and colored people may 
be taken at 53 millions for France, 11 millions for Germany, or 
G4 millions in all. The summary then would be for the three 
Powers 221 millions, mostly white, 64 millions colored; in all 285 
millions. What, then, would the Anglo-American combination 
have to present in competition with this? In the first place, the 
population of the United States may be set down at 70 millions, 
mainly white. The population of the United Kingdom may be 
taken at 40 millions, that of the self-governing colonies at 15 
millions, entirely white, or 55 millions in all. The total, then, 
would amount to 125 millions, mostly white, on our side, being 
considerably less than that of the European side. On the other 
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hand, the British Empire has an enormous total of colored people, 
not less than 350 millions, in all parts of the world, of whom 
about 290 millions belong to India. There is nothing like this to 
be shown on the European side. And, although the colored mill- 
ions are in no wise comparable in power to white millions, still 
from the positions they occupy, the trade they produce, the wealth 
they contribute, the soldiers they could furnish — they constitute 
an element of strength to our side, or our combination. Our 
grand total, then, would amount to 475 millions, more than one- 
third of the population of the globe. Thus, it will be for the dis- 
criminating reader to judge which of the two combinations has the 
best of it in respect of population-statistics. 

But the comparison does not end here. For the Anglo-Ameri- 
can population has far greater room for growth than the Euro- 
pean. France and Germany can hardly contain more people than 
they have now. The Russian people may yet further increase, for 
Russia is not densely peopled. So much is this the case that 
many suppose the Sclavonic people to be the coming race in the 
future of the world. Such a forecast, however, can hardly be 
maintained in the presence of the Anglo-Saxon or Anglo-Ameri- 
can race. The United States could support more than a hundred 
millions; and Canada might have a score or more of millions. 
Who shall say how many scores of millions Australia, with the 
adjacent islands, and South Africa may count hereafter? It may 
be said that all the regions where white people can multiply are in 
the possession of the Anglo-American race. Thus the power of 
expansion augments enormously the status of the Anglo-American 
population. 

Politically, however, the material strength of population de- 
pends largely on the situation of its area and on its distribution 
with reference to the ocean; or, in other words, on the accessibility 
of its seaboard. The area on both sides is enormous. The French 
Empire at home and abroad may be taken at 3| million square 
miles; similarly, that of the German Empire at 1| million square 
miles, and that of Russia at 8| million square miles; the total for 
the three mounts up to 13f millions of square miles. On the 
other side, the United States, with their belongings, show an area 
of 3 J millions of square miles; while the British Empire, with all 
its colonies and dependencies, has llf millions of square miles; 
the total for the two being 15J millions of square miles. Cer- 
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tainly the amount of desert, or otherwise impracticable land on 
the other side, is considerable. The French have much of the 
Great. African Desert, and they were understood to be displeased 
when an English statesman spoke of their acquisition as "light 
land." So also Siberia, though vastly improvable, contains large 
tracts as yet unimproved. Something of the same sort must be 
admitted on our side also. The area of the United States, indeed, 
barring, perhaps, the zone of territory known as the Kocky Moun- 
tains, is more or less excellent. But the British Empire has some 
impracticable tracts bordering on the Arctic Ocean and a central 
desert in the Australian Continent. On the whole the Anglo- 
American combination loses nothing by the comparison of area. 

But then comes the all important point of the distribution of 
population upon area. In other words, what is the length of coast 
line on the two sides, and what are the harbors? For the exer- 
cise of world-wide influence, a population on the sea-coast is 
worth infinitely more than a population residing inland. This is 
an axiom ever to be remembered in any estimate of international 
forces. 

Now, the coast line of France is considerable, being about 
1,500 miles in length, with three commercial harbors, Havre, Bor- 
deaux with its estuary, and Marseilles — irrespective of naval har- 
bors, to be considered separately. Germany has also about 1,500 
miles, but that includes Hamburg, the best and largest harbor on 
the continent of Europe; also Wilhelmshaven, a commercial as 
well as a naval station. The Kussian lines on the Baltic and the 
Black Sea may be reckoned at about 2,500 miles, with commercial 
harbors, such as those near the mouth of the Neva and Odessa, of 
not more than ordinary importance. There is the navigable part 
of the Arctic Ocean with Archangel, indeed, some 1,500 miles; 
but it is of no use reckoning the frozen coast of Siberia; and at the 
eastern end, on the Pacific, the harbors are so defective that 
Eussia felt herself obliged to seek a port in Chinese waters. Fur- 
ther, both France and Germany have coast lines in Asia and 
Africa. The German coast line in Africa and elsewhere may be 
about 1,500 miles in length. The French coast in Western Af- 
rica, from Tunis southward, may be taken at about 3,500 miles, 
without any important harbor; in Southeastern Asia, called Indo- 
China, about 1,500 miles, with two commercial positions of first- 
rate capabilities, but as yet imperfectly developed — namely, 
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Saigon (in the delta of the Mekhong) and Tonkin. There is also 
the large island of Madagascar, with a coast line of 2,500 miles. 

On the whole, the total coast line of the European combina- 
tion as indicated above would hardly exceed 17,000 miles, with 
only one harbor of the very first rank — namely, Hamburg. In 
this combination, the population in Eussia is mainly inland, very 
far inland, too. More than half the population of Germany and of 
France is far inland also; and, with both nations, the coast prob- 
ably plays but a secondary part in the national life. 

Let us compare all this with the coast lines and harbors of an 
Anglo-American combination. Here will be found the very 
strongest point in the comparison for our side. The United 
States have 3,000 miles on the Atlantic, with the harbors of Bos- 
ton, New York, Baltimore and New Orleans, and 2,000 miles on 
the Pacific, with the harbors of San Francisco and Portland, 
together with 3,000 miles for Alaska and its islands. A 
portion of the population is, indeed, inland; but more than half, 
perhaps nearly two-thirds, is on or within reach of the coast. The 
United Kingdom, or the British Isles, has a coast line of about 
6,000 miles in all, with the harbors of London, Liverpool, Glas- 
gow, Belfast and others. In the British Isles the whole popula- 
tion is either on, or within easy reach of, the coast. The Indian 
Empire has about 6,500 miles of coast, with the harbors of Cal- 
cutta, Bombay, Kurrachi and Eangoon. Borneo, New Guinea 
and other islands have 6,500 miles. The Australian Continent, 
with Tasmania and New Zealand, has not less than 16,000 miles 
of coast, with the harbors of Sydney and Melbourne; the popula- 
tion being mostly near the coast. The British sphere and do- 
minion in Africa has fully 7,000 miles, with the harbors of Cape- 
town, Port Elizabeth, Zanzibar, Lagos and Alexandria. In the 
Far East, there are two detached harbors of much consequence, 
namely, Hong Kong and Singapore. On the Atlantic, Canada 
has 2,500 miles of coast, and on the Pacific 2,000 miles, with the 
harbor of Vancouver. There are other British possessions in 
North and South America, with a total coast line of 7,500 miles. 

It is, moreover, noteworthy that the Anglo-American coast 
lines are full of indentations. Political geographers have always 
observed that such indentations, forming bays and arms of the 
sea, facilitate intercourse, give shelter to enterprise, and establish 
commercial power. 
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Thus on our side there is seen the enormous total of 62,000 
miles of coast and 19 first-rate harbors, against 17,000 miles and 5 
harbors on the other side. The superiority here shown for the 
Anglo-American combination is of the highest importance. For 
undoubtedly here, here, is the basis of national resourcefulness 
and the seat of empire. 

On the whole; it may be considered that the Anglo-American 
population of 125 millions, by reason of its situation, equals in 
effective power the 221 millions on the European side, as shown 
above; while the British Empire contributes to the Anglo-Ameri- 
can side a colored population vastly exceeding any element of 
that kind to be found in the European combination. 

Much, of course, has been done on both sides for communica- 
tion by railway from the coast lines far inland. The length of 
railways in France may be set down at 23,500 miles, of Germany 
at 29,000 miles, of Russia at 27,000 miles, or 79,500 miles in all. 
For the Anglo-American combination the mileage would be some- 
what as follows: For the United States 182,000 miles — by far 
the largest mileage shown by any dominion in the world; for the 
British Isles, 21,000 miles; for India and the colonies, 55,000 
miles — a grand total of 258,000 miles. In this respect there is a 
great advantage on the Anglo-American side. 

As regards inland navigation, that has so far been superseded 
by railways that the statistics need not be given. But manifestly 
the rivers and canals of France, Germany and Russia, together 
with the North Russian lakes, are hardly comparable with those 
of the North American Continent, the North American lakes, the 
Nile, the Niger, and the Zambesi, in Africa, and the rivers and 
canals of India and Burma — all on the Anglo-American side. 

It is difficult to present a true statement of international trade, 
owing to the relative value of gold and silver, and to the un- 
avoidable reckoning of the same classes of articles two or three 
times over. Still, on the face of the statistics, the following re- 
sults would appear on the two sides, as measured in value by gold 
or the pound sterling. The total annual trade of the British 
Empire amounts to 1,200 millions sterling, in value. The annual 
trade of the United States may be taken at 1,900 millions of dol- 
lars, or 400 millions sterling. The total on the Anglo-American 
side amounts thus to the amazing sum of 1,600 millions annually. 
On the other side, the trade of the French Empire may be taken 



312 THE NORTH AMERICAN REVIEW. 

at 450 millions sterling, annually; that of the German Empire at 
475 millions; that of Russia at 200 millions, the francs, the marks 
and the silver roubles being reckoned in gold, the total on their 
side being thus 1,120 millions; distinctly less than that of the 
Anglo-American combination. 

So with the tonnage of shipping; that may be estimated at 
ten millions of tons for the British Isles, to which may be added 
one million for the United States; in all, eleven millions for the 
Anglo-American side. On the other side, there will be one mill- 
ion tons for France, one and a half millions for Germany, and 
three-quarters of- a million for Russia; in all three and a quarter 
millions. If to this, say, another half million of tons were added 
by reason of the efforts being made by Germany to develop her 
steam navigation, there would still remain a mighty advantage in 
this respect on the Anglo-American side. 

In connection with this subject the number of men engaged 
in oceanic fishing is an element in national strength. The num- 
ber of such men in the British Empire can hardly be less than 
150,000, and in the United States 170,000; in all 320,000 for the 
Anglo-American side. In France the number of such men does 
not seem to exceed 85,000, and that for Germany 15,000; in all 
100,000 on the European side. 

In so far as the production of the precious metals may be an 
element in national strength, that is so conclusively to the ad- 
vantage of the Anglo-American side that statistics need hardly be 
produced. There are few mines on the European side. The Rus- 
sian mines can hardly bear comparison with the remains of the 
mines of Australia, the new mines of South Africa, the mines of 
the Rocky Mountains. 

The production of coal and iron is of manifest importance in 
a comparison like the present. 

On the Anglo-American side the annual output of coal is 
about 205 millions of tons for the British Empire and about 200 
millions for the United States; in all 405 millions of tons. On 
the European side there appear 30 millions for France, 100 mill- 
ions for Germany and 8 millions for Russia; in all 138 millions. 
Again, on the Anglo-American side the raising of iron ore 
amounts to 15 millions of tons for the British Empire and 10 
millions for the United States; in all 25 millions of tons. The 
corresponding figures on the European side would be 4 millions 
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for France, 14 millions for Germany and 2 millions for Russia; in 
all 20 millions of tons. 

Manifestly the power of a population partly depends on the 
extent to which manual strength is supplemented by that of ma- 
chinery; or, in other words, the amount of mechanical force which 
is set in motion or directed by human hands. It is difficult to 
set forth this subject by statistics for either of the two sides. But 
the strength of the machinery in the British Isles has been 
reckoned at three millions of horse power, and there must be some 
considerable amount of the same power in India. The same 
power in the United States must be as much or more. There can 
be nothing at all like this on the Continent of Europe. 

There is no space for attempting any estimate of the annual 
income and the accumulated wealth of the two sides, but the 
roughest of such estimates would show a preponderance on the 
Anglo-American side. An imperfect idea only could be formed 
by a consideration of the state receipts or the governmental reve- 
nues of the two sides. But it must be remembered that the Anglo- 
American peoples are, in comparison with their resources, more 
lightly taxed than the European peoples. Undoubtedly the tax- 
able resources are greater on the Anglo-American than on the 
European side. The total revenue as above defined has been 
fully made out for the British Empire, and it stands at 255 mill- 
ions sterling, annually. That of the United States appears to 
amount to 355 millions of dollars, Federal, and 270 millions for 
the various States, or 625 millions of dollars, reckoned at 122 
millions sterling. Thus there would be a total of 377 millions 
sterling, annually on the Anglo-American side. Then on the 
European side the revenue of France would amount to about 130 
millions sterling; that of Germany to 100 millions; that of Russia 
to 175 millions— in all 405 millions. It would seem accordingly 
that, although the Anglo-American revenues are mighty indeed, 
still they are exceeded by the revenues in the European combina- 
tion. On the other hand, any exact comparison in this respect is 
hardly to be made. It is difficult to measure by a gold standard 
in pounds sterling the revenues of foreign countries which are 
stated in other denominations. In some of the foreign countries 
receipts like those of State railways are included, which appear but 
slightly if at all in the Anglo-American returns. 

In general terms, in the financial power arising from bank- 
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ing facilities, from credit in the money market, from accumula- 
tion of capital from national savings, the superiority is great on 
the Anglo-American over the European side. But to set this 
forth statistically would be beyond the scope of this paper. This 
undoubted superiority is, however, a decisive element in national 
strength. 

These several considerations, as set forth above, relating to pop- 
ulation, area, sea-coast and harbors, railway communication, com- 
merce and shipping, precious metals, mechanical power, industry 
and production, public revenues, certainly show a superiority on 
the Anglo-American as compared with the European side — not 
only under existing circumstances, but still more in the pos- 
sibility of development. Abatements and reservations might be 
made by advocates on the European side. But after the utmost 
allowance had been made for all this, the balance of superiority on 
our side would be manifest. The dread question would, however, 
remain: Could this superiority be defended by force of arms? 

Now, the numerical superiority of land forces on the European 
side is too manifest to need any statistical analysis. The peace 
establishments of the French, German and Russian armies are at 
least 1,850,000 men and, perhaps, may be two millions, all highly 
organized. Their possible war establishments might amount to 
totals from 6 to 8 millions of men. On the other hand, the peace 
establishment of the British Empire amounts to one million of 
men — a part of which is equally well, and another part not equally 
well, organized with the European armies. The possible war es- 
tablishment of the Empire has never been seriously estimated. The 
peace establishment of the United States is under 30,000 men, 
doubtless well organized. Like the British people, the Americans 
have never reckoned their possible war establishment, but evi- 
dently they could, if so minded, raise it to a mighty strength. But 
neither British nor American leaders will, under the existing 
circumstances, consider land force as a dominant factor in any 
world-wide problem. Their thoughts will mainly be turned to sea 
force. They will anxiously inquire whether the sea force of an 
Anglo-American combination would or would not compare favor- 
ably with that of an European combination. It were needless to 
stop and show that all the European land forces would be of no 
avail against an Anglo-American combination, if that combination 
really possessed the mastery of the sea. 
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Now, of all statistical calculations which can be presented, 
the most fallacious are those which relate to naval strength. The 
mere enumeration of iron clads is little better than futile. The 
real point relates to the condition and quality of the ships. Last 
year, 1897, Americans as well as Britons saw the review at Spit- 
head. Surely it was then seen that the display, with four lines of 
warships all ready for sea — each line five miles long — and repre- 
senting only the Channel Squadron and the home reserves, was 
much more than a match for all the forces of the European 
Powers in northern waters. Yet, at the same moment, apart 
from all this, there was a British fleet in the Mediterranean more 
than equal to the French fleet there; similarly, there was a British 
squadron in Chinese waters superior to the other European squad- 
rons; there were also British squadrons in the Indian Ocean, in 
the South African waters and in the Pacific. Moreover, there 
was a special squadron belonging to Australia. The United States 
too, had a navy, not large in numbers, but, as events have proved, 
high in efficiency. It was probably equal to the German navy, 
and was doubtless, in fighting capacity, superior to the Eussian 
navy. Since 1897 European Powers have been building ships, but 
so has Britain. If a fresh review were held at Spithead now, it 
would be found that to the four lines of ships a fifth line had been 
added, the most terrible line of all. The American power for in- 
creasing the navy is indefinitely large. 

Nevertheless, I give what appear to be the figures for what 
they may be worth. Last year in a book (named " Sixty Years of 
the Queen's Reign"), after due inquiry, I stated the British force, 
including battleships, cruisers, sloops and gunboats, at 350, ex- 
eluding torpedo craft. To this may be added the American 
strength in the same categories, of 60 vessels. The Anglo-Ameri- 
can total would stand at 410 ships. Similarly, I stated the com- 
bined strength of France and Russia in the same categories (ex- 
cluding torpedo craft), at 327 vessels. To that must be added for 
Germany 54 ships, making up a total of 381. Numerically, then, 
though there is, of course, a superiority on the Anglo-American 
side over the European, the difference apparently is not so very 
great. Yet we may frankly say that it were idle to suppose that 
the Russian ships, which have been practised mainly if not en- 
tirely in the Baltic and Black Sea, would be fitted to contend with 
British or American ships that have been practised in the breezy 
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and wavy Atlantic. This much must be openly said. For the 
rest, which relates to the quality of the men and the ships in each 
combination, respectively, both the British and the Americans 
will forbear to make a comparison, whatever they may think, 
except that in nautical capacity the Teutonic German sailors must 
be much the same as the British. For the development and, if 
necessary, the enlargement of naval force, the Anglo-American 
side possesses maritime resources so enormous that a statistical 
analysis would be beyond our scope. Against such resources a 
European combination has nothing comparable to produce. 

In naval operations of any world-wide character, the arrange- 
ment of coaling stations is an essential factor. In this respect the 
British Empire is well provided. Quite a chain of fortified coaling 
stations is provided by Gibraltar, Malta, Aden, Colombo, Trin- 
comalee, Singapore, Wei-Hai-Wei, Thursday Island (New Guinea), 
St. George's Sound (Western Australia), the Mauritius, the Cape 
of Good Hope, Sierra Leone, St. Lucia (West Indies), Halifax, 
Vancouver. The United States will probably be establishing two 
or three coaling stations also. Against such array on the Anglo- 
American side — comprising the best strategic points on the globe 
— a European combination would have but little to present. 

Here, then, I must leave the comparison between the Anglo- 
American side and the European side. For myself, from these 
and other facts or considerations, I believe entirely in the superi- 
ority, material, physical, naval, of the Anglo-American side. We 
may pray the Almighty that the necessity for testing force may 
never arrive. If it did, however, the question would be one of sea 
force rather than of land force. In any conceivable attempt to 
invade England, the matter would be one wholly of sea force. In 
any attempt to invade India or China, the matter would be one 
of land force primarily in the front, but fundamentally one of sea 
force. On neither ocean could the American coast be even ap- 
proached. For Britain, the great advantages would be the keep- 
ing open of the Atlantic for her food supply by the co-operation 
she would have from the eastern side of the United States, and the 
aid she would receive from the western side of the United States in 
the protection of their common interests in China and the Far 
East. For the European combination the question would be how 
they could maintain their colonial possessions in Africa, or Asia, 
or Australasia in the face of an Anglo-American combination. 
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To us who believe in the superior power of the two English 
speaking nations in comparison with other races taken together, 
the question may he put whether such a condition is morally and 
intellectually beneficial to us. I am not concerned, however, here 
to attempt any answer to such a question, which is wholly a mat- 
ter of opinion. This article relates not at all to opinion, but only 
to facts. 

I will conelude the Anglo-American case with a metaphor. 
Britain is like a Grand Old Dame, well preserved and still main- 
taining the vigor and activity of her youth. Her eye is not 
dimmed by age; her strong hand is not weakened by the lapse of 
centuries. She has been the mother of many children, and has 
sometimes had troubles in her family. But in recent times she 
has been on good terms with all her offspring, all over the world. 
She would not suffer them to be beaten in the race of nations. 
If any of them were to fall into danger, she would bring out her 
stores, collected through many generations, in their support. If, 
on the other hand, she were to be hard pressed by any hostile 
combination, then her stalwart sons would gather round her. 

Eichaed Temple. 



